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What is this study about? 

The study examined the effects of four supplemental 
reading comprehension curricula: (1) Project CRISS 
{CReating Independence through Student-owned 
Strategies), (2) ReadAbout, (3) Read for Real, and 
(4) Reading for Knowledge. 

The study included over 5,500 fifth-grade students 
attending 89 schools in 1 0 high-poverty school districts. 

Within each of the 10 districts, schools were randomly 
assigned to one of four intervention groups that 
received one of the supplemental curricula or to a 
control group that received no supplemental curriculum. 

Student achievement was measured using two 
reading comprehension assessments: the Group 
Reading Assessment and Diagnostic Evaluation 
(GRADE) and a social studies or science reading 
comprehension assessment developed for the study 
by the Educational Testing Service. Researchers also 
combined these scores into a composite test score. 


WWC Rating 


The research described in this 
report is consistent with WWC 
evidence standards 

Strengths: This study was a well-implemented 
randomized controlled trial. 


Features of Supplemental Reading 
Comprehension Curricula Examined 


• Project CRISS: Focuses on comprehension 
through strategic reading techniques 

• ReadAbout : Provides adaptive computer-based 
instruction and practice 

• Read for Real: Teaches comprehension strategies 
using a set of nonfiction texts 

• Reading for Knowledge: Reinforces comprehension 
strategies through cooperative learning 

All four curricula are delivered in 30-45 minute 
daily sessions. Teachers developed their own 
strategies for incorporating the supplemental 
curriculum into their core reading instruction. 

What did the study authors report? 

Students using the supplemental curricula did not 
score higher in reading comprehension than students 
who did not use these curricula. Students using the 
Reading for Knowledge curriculum scored lower than 
the control group on the composite test score and 
science comprehension, with effect sizes of -0.1 4 
and -0.21 , respectively. 

When all four intervention groups were combined, 
intervention group students scored lower than control 
group students on the GFRADE and the composite test 
score (both effect sizes of -0.08). 
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